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bought tanks instead of food. Instead, we
used nongovernment food relief agencies to
make sure that the food reached the people
who needed it most. This is exactly what this
amendment would assure: that our food aid
goes through responsible, international organi-
zations, not directly to the Communist govern-
ment of North Korea.

Currently, our food aid to North Korea is
sent through the World Food Programme and
other international food-relief organizations.
The World Food Programme has monitors on
the ground in North Korea who closely follow
the food deliveries to make sure that the food
gets to the starving people.

USAID has come up to Capitol Hill—and
has testified before the International Relations
Committee—that the majority of the food does
get to the innocent civilians who need it most.

While some food may be diverted, cutting
off all food and aid will really only hurt the
starving people of North Korea. It will not hurt
the ruling communists or the North Korea
Army.

Finally, I fear that cutting off this aid would
endanger the fragile stability on the Korean
Peninsula. While we all want to put pressure
on the North Korean regime, I do not want to
create a situation where North Korea is
blocked so much into a corner and its only re-
sponse would be to come out fighting. Not
with 37,000 United States troops on the Ko-
rean peninsula. With the United States troops
stationed along the DMZ, are we going to get
dragged into another Korean War?

Believe me, in no way do I want to ‘‘prop
up’’ the North Korean regime. My family and
I were victimized by he Communists in the
1950s. But it is not our food aid that is prop-
ping up Kim Jong-II. Our aid is not enough to
really subsidize his regime. It is only enough
to help feed the truly starving men, women
and children in North Korea: those poor peo-
ple the Communists have ignored.

Mr. Chairman, I applaud the compromise
and call on all my colleagues to support the
Cox amendment.
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Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to

insert my Washington Report for Wednesday,
July 23, 1997 into the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD.

A NATIONAL DIALOG ON RACE RELATIONS

A Member of Congress from southern Indi-
ana does not very often have to deal with the
problem of race. Looking back over several
years it is difficult for me to remember
many public discussions of the race issue in
my public meetings. And that is probably be-
cause in southern Indiana blacks and His-
panics are a small percentage of the popu-
lation.

Race, nonetheless, is a dominant strain in
our national politics, much as it has been
since the settlement of America in the 17th
Century. This country has long struggled
with the meaning of race and the implica-
tions of people of different racial back-
grounds living and working together. We
fought a Civil War over the issue. When I
first came to Congress in the middle of the
civil rights era in the 1960s, national debate
focused on race relations between whites and
blacks. Race relations today are more com-
plex, particularly with the large influx of

immigrants from Asia and Central America
in the last 20 years. Half a century from now,
there will be no majority race in America.

The great challenge of public policy is to
lessen historic divisions among the races, to
build a country where people of diverse back-
grounds can coexist peacefully. Sometimes
we confront the issue of race, sometimes we
don’t. Often it takes a crisis to make us real-
ly examine the issue. And even when we do
confront it, we have difficulty achieving a
national consensus on what exactly to do.

PUBLIC VIEWS ON RACE

Polls suggest that while Americans view
race as a serious problem, only one in 10 be-
lieves the country faces a racial crisis. Most
people, at least most white people, tend to
think that there is no race problem or if
there is, it is more a problem of individual
moral failure than it is of race or racism.
Whites also think that the biggest race prob-
lem facing the country is the continuation of
racial preference policies.

Blacks are far more pessimistic about the
racial climate than whites. Three in four
white Americans said blacks in their com-
munity are treated the same as whites. Only
49% of the blacks agreed. Whites really see
very little problem when it comes to oppor-
tunities for blacks in jobs, education, and
housing. Many blacks see racial discrimina-
tion as a fact of life. Most blacks think the
government should play a role in addressing
the effects of past and present discrimina-
tion. Only a minority of whites think that
government should make special efforts.

I find in southern Indiana a distinct lack of
urgency about racial issues. Many other
things are more important to people, such as
balancing the budget, creating good jobs,
fighting crime, reducing health care costs,
and improving educational opportunities.
Hoosiers believe race relations have signifi-
cantly improved since the 1960s. Nonetheless,
when matters of race do arise, they can be
sharply polarizing.

A NATIONAL DIALOG ON RACE

The challenge is to approach any discus-
sion of racial problems in a manner likely to
produce consensus in the country. There has
been a trend in recent years toward separa-
tion of the races. Blacks and whites may
often share a common workplace, but social
interaction between the races, whether at
school or after work, is limited. The mantra
of the civil rights movement used to be inte-
gration of the races. Today, there is serious
discussion among black and white leaders
about the merits of separation and self-help.

President Clinton recently initiated what
he hopes to be a national what he hopes to be
a national dialog on race by appointing a
commission to study ways to improve race
relations. He has said he will host public
meetings throughout the country to discuss
issues of race. Such a dialog may be painful,
but also may ultimately be helpful and heal-
ing. How the dialogue is carried out makes
all the difference. Honesty is critical. It is
also important to frame the issues not in
terms of conflict, but rather areas of com-
mon interest, such as good schools and safe
neighborhoods.

My own experience is that the best way to
improve relations among races is to have
people work together at something they be-
lieve both to be worthwhile and important. If
you get two adult women, for example, of
different races together to talk about the fu-
ture of their children, you can see the mak-
ing of harmony and consensus. People who
may not believe they have very much in
common learn that they really do. A dia-
logue that simply leaves people feeling that
we remain far apart doesn’t get us very far.

ROLE OF GOVERNMENT

Some will argue that any national effort to
improve race relations must include a strong
commitment of federal resources to break

the cycle of poverty, improve schools, and
provide jobs. But in today’s budget and polit-
ical climate, that’s just not possible. Public
policy is focused on cutting the budget and
cutting taxes, not on financing massive new
government programs. There is no possibil-
ity that Congress would approve a massive
new social program.

Government can nonetheless play an im-
portant role. Expanding opportunities, par-
ticularly educational opportunities, must be
a top priority. The more Americans who
have a full opportunity to participate in a
growing community, the stronger the com-
munity becomes. Obeying and enforcing the
law are also fundamental to improving racial
relations. We have a long list of civil rights
laws on the books today, but also a backlog
of discrimination claims. It is also impor-
tant to recruit and encourage people of all
races for political, civic, and business leader-
ship so we can develop common solutions to
our problems.

CONCLUSION

We still have a long way to go before we
feel really comfortable working with each
other, living with each other, and helping
each other solve problems. We have torn
down many of the legal barriers in the coun-
try. We have not been as successful breaking
down the barriers in our hearts and minds.

I do find that Hoosiers, like most Ameri-
cans, really would like to talk about the ra-
cial problems in their communities, in the
state, and in the nation. A national dialogue
on race which helps reduce the gaps in
knowledge and perception will have merit.
The right kind of dialogue can help us move
forward in dealing with the challenges of
race. The wrong kind of dialogue can hold us
back.
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Mr. MILLER of California. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to offer The Teaching Excellence
for All Children (TEACH) Act of 1997.

This legislation addresses a long-standing
concern that many of our Nation’s school chil-
dren are being taught by teachers who are not
qualified to teach in their subject areas. This
is a disservice to students, to parents, to the
teachers themselves, and to taxpayers.

The problem, documented in several stud-
ies, will only get worse as the student popu-
lation continues to rise along with the demand
for ever more new teachers.

Parents have a right to know whether their
children are being instructed by qualified
teachers. And taxpayers have a right to expect
Congress to do all it can to ensure that federal
education dollars are being spent in a respon-
sible manner. I believe this legislation ad-
dresses both of those important demands.

Under this legislation, states receiving Fed-
eral education funds would set clear standards
for teacher quality. The bill also will ensure ac-
countability for federally supported teacher
education, provide financial rewards to teach-
ers who choose to teach in high-need schools
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